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F.MARKS 

nnt raise new issues and does not require 
Entry of this Amendment is proper since it does not raise new 

It is noted that the claim amendments herein are maoe > 

a .FnrdistmmishingtheinvenHonoverthepriorart.narrowmgthe 
out the invention, and not for distingmsning u» 
claims or for any statutory requirements of patentability. 

Furmer i, is noted that, notwithstanding any claim amendments made herein Apphcan 

of the claims are allowable. «„ c r s 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Claims 1, 3, 8 and 14-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as g 
Ma et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,795,867). Claims 4-7 and 10-13 stand rejected under 35 TJ.S.C. § 
,03(a) as being unpatentable over Mae, al. in v,ew of Mortsolf et a,. (U.S. Paten, No. 

6 229 804) 

3 ' " ^tfi,nv traversed in view of the following discussion. 

These rejections are respectfully traversed in view u 

t THE CLAIMED INVENTION 

The claimed invention (e.g., as recited in claim 1, is directed to a gateKeeper connected ,o| 
m „323 n«wor k , nrcluding a lira, message receiving section which receives » 
discover message from an end point, a transport data transmitting secon, and 

„, , .. -w,t - r-- ™" a ffteJttY ° T (o 
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t^uran**^^ 

L a regislon possihle message ^^ ^^^ ™~ "» 
tlZ-Jr can h~ome much heavier or much Ugh*. <han omer g—rs - -he 

network (Application at page 2, lines 1-16). 

^Itatoea invention, on te hand, .he g a,e k eepe. do no, have a 

tos5 , £ncvJ e J— (e.g., mav operate independent of one another) hu, mav *- 
-^^T^ information) w.* eachothe, «- ™" 

.lv de.em.ine which of the gatekeepers has a lightest load. 

aa£ -^^U,in,edinvennon^ 

d^sau^^r^^ 


— ^^^^^^pplication a, page 19, hne 15-page 20 hne 23). As 

he efficienUy distrihuted among gatekeepers in the network (Appl.cat.on a, page 20, hne 24-page 
21, line 3). 

H. THE ALLEGED PRIOR ART REFERENCES 

A. Ma 9n 
The Examiner alleges that Ma teaches the claimed invention of claims 1, 3, 8 and 14-20. 
Apphcan. suhmits, however, that there are elements of the claimed invent which are nenher 
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Caims . 4-20 which were added by toe An.endm.nt Art on June 10. 2005, are taught or 

recites uii W . — f -*» " ' 77" 

«*, secon* convol *,«ion co^oU ~d W M ^< — — -*« ^ » 

p oin t in ^ » *. ^keeper tec^ry ^a s e only ,nen U is *»n+* «•- — 
„***~ *. *-r . *- II recites * 

reci.es ■W«n «M J*« — «— *- *— *• 

and second gatekeepers has a lightest load". 

Therefore, Applicant submits that the rejection of claims 14-20 based on Ma which is 

included in the Office Action is so general and vague that Applicant can not even fashxon a 

response to the rejection. It is unclear to what features in Ma the Examiner is refemng to as 

supporting his position. 

Therefore, the Office Action dated May 20, 2005, was mconmlete under 37 C. F. R. 
I 104 which states that "[t]he Examiner's action will be complete as to a!l matters" (emphases 
added) and MPEP 707.07 which states that "[w]here a claim is rejected for any reason related to 
the merits thereof it should be 'rej ected andth^round of re jection fmlv ^leMly^ated" 
(emphasis added). 

Therefore, Applicant would submit that the Examiner should allow these claims or 
provide Applicant with another non-final Office Action in which the Examiner clearly sets 
forth his grounds for rejecting these claims. 
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'.rrr- st- 

efficient* disced among ga.ekeepers in the n«wo* CApphcahon a, page 20, Una page 

these novei featnres a. no, taugh, or suggest Ma. indeed the Examiner 
a gair, at^p* .» cnnate *e *- management, «— »* - ~»* 

section in the claimed invention. However, again this is cleariy incorrect 

M short, Ma mereiy teaches tha, a fir,, gatekeeper may redirect a cal, ,0 a second 
gatekeeper hased on the ioad on the firs, gatekeeper. Nowhere does Ma teach or sugge* that the 
L. gatekeeper considers whether the first gatekeeper has a greater ioad than the second 
^keeper -where does Ma even teach or sngges, that *e ,o,ds among the 

gatekeepers is ever considered in any context. 

instead, in Ma, when the firs, gatekeeper receives a can, it constders o».y * — 
,f the firs, gatekeeper is too husy, i, redirects the cail ,0 the second gatekeeper. The second 
Ukeeper -hen receive, the caU and considers on,y its ow» and If*, second gatekeeper , 
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is too busy it redirects the call to a third gatekeeper, and so on. 

That is, at no time do any of the peepers * Ma ever consider the .ad on the 
other gateReepers in deter m inin g Aether to redirect the calls. Instead, in Ma a 

gatek eeper o,,,,^^^^ " ^ * " ' 

completely different from the claimed invention. 

Specifically, Ma describes atypical operation as follows: 

» (ujpon call initiation, the endpoint 112 dials Gateway 104 ... 
reauestin 8 a call to endpoint 114. The Gateway 104 answers the call and 
performs initial call setup oy sendin g a setup message to the Gateway. 108 wUh 
Ihich the endpoint 112 previously revered. ... *. Gatekeeper 10S passes the 
S etup message to a LMU ... the LMU ... determines which Gatekeeper 108 or 
wil l service the call. ... if the LMU determines that the Gatekeeper 109 will 
service the call, it directs the Gatekeeper 1 08 to issue a facility redirect message 
to the endpoint 112, directing the Gateway 104 to send a setup message to 
Gatekeeper 109" (Ma at col. 5, line 63-col. 6, line 20). 

Tnatis.nowhereinthisty^^ t 
w hether it has a lifter load than g ate k ee P er 10 9. .stead, the peeper 108 merely redacts 

the call based on its own load. Ma to 

Furlh er, the Examiner attempts » rely on col. 2, lines 52-53; col. 8. ta.es 55-56 .* <o 
.ppor. his potion. However, nowhere no ftese passes — - ^ 
fte peeper has .he B S h,es« .oad. Indeed, Ma merely sra.es here, for example, ft* W» 
JL» or a serving Ga.e k eeper is hased upon loading of ,he Oarers, <— 1„ 
GaCelceeperc if any and a possible goal of dis.nbn.ing d. load evenly « ft. G^eepers 
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"2 Applicant - point ou, that the claim* — — «- ~* 

toaeea, Appm*u . T fhf .RackEround section of the 

J Hft Tbat is. Ma, lik. other conventional method may take - redrrect a call 
r^arflessofthecoodWonsoftheoaiargattkeepers. 

" The claimed invention, on the other hand, a ^keeper - * ™ 
wbrtk .r l ,h. ! .b«U g h.««.o.-.and«.« m s P o rt aa«a^«»i.. S <.e«e™.ed«h.«. k e 

Z^LJ^^ — foranendpomtfrom 

peeper, in the network (App.ioa.ion a, page 20, hue 24-page 2, , hne 3). Nowhere thrs 

taught or suggested by Ma. 

Therefore, Apphcan, submits that there are elements of the clauneri nwenhon that are 
ta »ght or suggested by Ma. Therefore, the Examiner is re.p~.fuUy jested to wuhtow thrs 

rejection. 

B- Mortsolf 

The Examiner alleges that Ma would have be*- combined with Mortsolf to form tbe 

ta ve been combined and even if combined, the combination would not teach or suggest each - 

every element of the claimed invention. 

Mo rt solfdisc.osesane.ecnonpr„.ocolforanIn K m=..elel P bony S ys K mmone 

peeper is elected to be an active gatekeeper. The sy^em sorts the gatekeepers into a hierarchy 
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a - ™*tPd to respond to request messages, while the other 

i i do not teach or suggest their combination. Therefore, 
Indeed these references clearly do not teacn or suggcs 

MedB_rnake , prima feiecaas^oteiouBaas- 

^^^^cT^solf, ~ any alleged »— «*- «« 

„W,(V rf«a***f« including said gatekeeper; and controls said transport 

„ r*- U is deeded, na. said gatekeeper Has «. • 
example, in claims 1 and 20, and similar* recited in claim 8. 

As „o,ed above, this helps ,o prevent a load for an end pom. from centenng o sp 
peeper, such ft* the load can he efficiently distributed among gatekeepers m the ne W o* 
(Application at page 20, line 24-page 21 , line 3). 

Clearly, these nove, feature are no. taught or suggested by Monso.f. Indeed, 

that one gatekeeper is elected (e.g., arbitrarily elected; to dc 

Cs. messages, while .he other g a.e k eepers s»nd by in id,e mode and do no. respond ,o 
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gatekeeper requests. resoect to each other 

Specifically Mortsolf teaches that the gatekeepers are "ranked wxth respect to 
Specifically, ivior^uu. (Mortsolf at col. 7, lines 

serial number fo, the Gatekeeper" (Mortsolf at eel. 7, toes 31 35). 

or suggest tha, the peepers are — ~ determines wh e«,er it 

That is, nowhere does Mortsolf teaeh or suggest that a gatekeeper 
- certainly, nowhere does Monsolfteaeh or suggests a gatekeeper 

element of the claimed invention. Therelore, me u*.<u 
this rejection. 

in. FORMAL MATTERS AND CONCLUSION 

* view of the foregoing. Applet suhmits tha, claims . -20, aU the clatms presently 

Examiner is reouested to contact the undersigned a, the local telephone number hsteo helow 
discuss any other changes deemed necessary in a Biefe or p erso nal inters . 
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The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any decency in fees or to credit any 
overpayment in fees to Attorney's Deposit Account No. 50-0481. 


Date: 


tctfully Submitted 



Phillip E. Miller 
Reg. No. 46,060 


McGinn IP Law Group, PIXC 

8321 Old Courthouse Road, Suite 200 
Vienna, VA 22182-3817 
(703)761-4100 
Customer No, 21254 


Phillip E. Miller 
Reg. No. 46,060 
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